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TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

On this day the Court heard the application for a temporary restraining order filed by The
Regents of the University of California (“The Regents”), who are the Lead Plaintiff in this
matter, against the law firm of Richardson, Stoops, Richardson & Ward (a/k/a Richardson Law
Firm, P.C)) (“Richardson, Stoops”). The Regents’ TRO application concerns the lawsuit
Richardson Stoops is prosecuting in the Superior Court of the State of California (County of Los
Angeles) as Case No. BC359832.

Richardson, Stoops was provided with notice and a copy of The Regents’ written TRO
application filed on January 19, 2007 as well as notice of the hearing held on that TRO
application on January 26, 2007. Richardson, Stoops appeared at the January 26 hearing through
its counsel. Having considered all of the pleadings filed by the Regents and Richardson, Stoops,

the arguments of counsel at the hearing held on January 26, 2007, the Verified Application for



Temporary Restraining Order, and the exhibits offered and admitted at that hearing, the Regents’
application for a temporary restraining order is GRANTED for the reasons stated below.

The Court finds to be mere verbal manipulation the argument that if Richardson, Stoops
waits until attorneys’ fees for the representation of the Newby class are in Lerach’s hands and
then pursues him, Richardson, Stoops is not seeking class action fees or affecting the class.
Instead Richardson, Stoops’ artful characterization appears to be a blatant attempt not only to
avoid this Court’s jurisdiction, but to circumvent the PSLRA’s provisions that Lead Plaintiff,
once appointed, oversees and controls which counsel participate on the class’s behalf and what
remuneration they receive.

The Court finds that the Regents will suffer immediate and irreparable injury if a
temporary restraining order is not entered because Richardson, Stoops’ California state court
lawsuit presents a present and ongoing interference with The Regents’ prosecution of this
litigation as Lead Plaintiff. First, the California lawsuit seeks a judgment that Richardson,
Stoops has “earned” a fee for its alleged work on the Enron case. Under the PSLRA, it is The
Regents as Lead Plaintiff, subject to the exclusive jurisdiction and oversight of this Court, who
has the exclusive right to determine whether alleged class counsel have earned or are entitled to a
fee. Second, the California lawsuit asserts a claimed right to increased involvement in the
prosecution of the Enron class action in order to enhance a claimed entitlement to a fee from the
class recovery. The Regents, as Lead Plaintiff, have the exclusive authority, again, subject to
this Court’s exclusive jurisdiction and oversight, to select counsel to represent the class and
approve their fee. The California lawsuit also harms the Regents because Richardson, Stoops, in
an action in which The Regents are not a party, has demanded the production of The Regents’

privileged documents and has otherwise served discovery that seeks to invade The Regents™


















